" SOME NEW BOOKS.
‘ Franeo Towxiay.
| /Within phe Jest generation scores if
' mob hundreds of attempls bave been
by , English writers to interpret
v’ to their own countrymen the
h people, and it is but just to say
) they almost invariably fall short
"ot fidelity in the eyes of Frenchmen. The
" emwexception that we have met with is
£e boois entitled France in the Twentieth
Qentury, by W. L. Georox (the John Lane
: y). The author claims to be able
' 35 state fairly the point of view of the
* ¥pench because he was born in their coun-
""»-'I'r' odusated in their capital up to and
¢ jooluding university courses, and was
2 compelled by the law to serve a term
i g the French army. By training and by
epvironment, therefore, the French atth-
of mind was forced upon him at the
time as he obtained a.knowledn of
oh Ipstitutions. A ocorrective was,
, necessary if he was to view
with the eye of an impartiai and
& French observer, This was sup-
’ by the fact of his being of English
N “mtook and of having benefited by contin-
S uml association with men and women of
Bis own race while still resident in Frapce
arsover, after compléting his military
oe he has passed in Great Britain the
e years immediately preceding the pub-
sation of this book, so that he has been
‘spabled to refresh the original British
¥ fluence and to relieve the overwhelming
L wraight of his foreign training.

1.
In one of his first chaptere Mr. George

‘ the charge often levelled in
4 at the French race, namely, that
{nétinot with the revolutionary spirit,

#hat it is unreliable and that no Govern-
enjoys any chance of stability. A
rable section of the British peopls
1 holds that revolution is always latent
noe and that it only awaits a favora-
jepportunity to break out. To them
¥ author can only say that if they have
il for nearly forty years for the tidal
that should wash away tha totter-
structure of the Third Republic their
jence is admirable—and will no doubt
‘tested further. He insists that the
snoh do not like revolutions; in fact,
ably a less pugnacious race
the British, they may like them
Wén less than do the latter. If in spite
Shis France has had revolutions, while
ftain has had none since 1688, it is main-
.in our author's judgment
® French indulge in a revolution with-
ot analyzing the position, while the
- British ider at length and then post-
n for a century. Reforms
e been achieved in France by means
L of the gun, which is short work; in Great
¢ Bitain they either have proceeded from
3 ‘alow pressure of vacillating public
sion or they are still on the way. Mr.
Fleon maintains further that when
Sl have been revolutions in Prance
; i ks been because there were very good
s for having them and at once.
Frenohk will not tolerate tyranny for
yor Jong, and if they wish to rid them-
{ of it they are ready to adopt radi-
il measures. In a chapter on the ques-
L Slon of Church and State the author shows
trenchantly the French Government
pof late settied a far reaching difficulty.
Ie abolition of the Concordat was a kind
-"8F revolution, sharp and short, whereas
md and Wales continue to struggle
minor religious difficulties such as
education problem and seem likely
gontinue to do so forever.
hile so much ie admitted, Mr.
‘ at the same time points out that
great mass of the French people is
d of the lower middle classes,
‘are perhaps of more.conservative
ment than even the British. The
for their greater oconservatism
be found in the savings which this
p of the people invariably amasses
in the fact that millions of peasants
estates ranging between five and
y aores. This enormous multitude of
ns is absolutely peaceable and as-
to nothing but quiet and the right
280 do and say what it chooses; the peas-
s are not very much concerned with
.mature of the government, but they
found that the republic alone se-
them from interference and there-
they have come to support it obsti-
“Give us peace” is their per-
ory, “so that we may conduct our
@8, enjoy our pleasures and die
t, bequeathing to our sons an
happy future.” Are these your
) revolitionaries? “They are;
3 with their liberty and the
n blood that flows in their veins
reassert itself as it did in 1890, in 1848,
70; they hate war, but if their country
menaced by the foreigner they will
him bravely; they hate internal
fe, but threaten their liberty and they
rise up in arms.” Our author pro-
to give a short sketch of French
since 1780 for the purpose of con-
the reader that the nation has
risen for the love of riot. The
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have not got the revolutionary,

§, but they are not afraid of revolu-

" #ion; they know that the ordeal by fire
L s ope that a régime may have to go

th if it is worth adopting; if fire and
sword must be used, the French do
o8 shrink from the neocessity; they are
* @m dmpatient, hot blooded race, and will
' lot evolution do in a century what
gun can do in a night.

In a ohapter on “Repction” the author
propounces the charge that the repubiic
#as killed the arts to be absolutely base-
Jess. He would not assert, indeed, that
at the present time France possesses an
Jljpoanpunble with that which honored
the gourt of Frangois I; but is the repub-

1o asks. responsible for that? la the
Government answarable for there
- Being no Wagner, the British Government
for there being no Shakespeare? The
truth is that “at the present time al] over
the wor.d there is a dearth of genius but
there is a plethora of talent.
ent France has more than her

passes France in the arts of painting and | the next most important cemmercial | no fewer than 17 per cent. of French fam-

architecture; neverthe'ass, when we con-
sider culture as an entity, the conviction

is forced upon us irtasistibly that now | gignificant fraction of the national com- | properly so called, are.not alone af-

#8 sver france leads the world in the
realme ol art.”

‘i ne au.aos of tais book goes so far as
to aver that if the arts are flourishing
in France it is not in epite of the repub-
lican régime but thanks to it. The
British eritic of the French régime is in-
vited to compare the state ot things in
monarchical Britain and in republican
¥rance. Let him in the former country
seek outl a Ministry of Fine Arts: he will
seek in vain  He will find the National
Gallery continnally short of funds: street

| improvements left o electad county or
i borough councillors: official architecture
N o pobody in particular In France
4 “5‘& ‘Ehesama(tors have been thought so impor-
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to supervise with the ald of an expert
staff. In England, again, one finds the
stage handed over to the musioal comedy
monger or to the self-advertising aotor-
manager; in Paria two national theatres
maintained by the republic preserve the
classical traditions and affix.to high class
modern plays the seal of their approval.
Onos more: In England the production
of an opera ia a risk which cannot be taken
freely because a few flascos would ruin the
season; in Parls there are two State aided
opera houses where new works are staged
without endangering the resources of a
producer, Finally hy the Ecole des Beaux-
Arts and by the Conservatoire the republic
facilitates the education of the prospec-
tive expounders of the arts, showere
distinetions on them and surrounds them
with an atmosphere of appreciation in
which they can develop to the full.

If our author has here ql,loved-hlmnl!
to digress ‘it {s becauss he wished to show
how deep is the error of thgee who assert
that a democratio régime. is not favor-
able to the inorease of culture. He sub-
mits, however, that after all their opin-
fon is not of much importanoce; the real
question is: What ® @eanch fesling in the
matter? ' Foraign critics should remember
that a nation is the best judge of its own
affairs. It is therefore essefitial to ob-

tdnt that & :

because |

tain an idea of the atfitude of the people
lwlth regard ‘to reaction and of the pros-
| pects of a return to past systems of
| government. Speaking generally, Mr.
| George avers that the French attitude
;on the subject is indifferent; were it hostile
| there would be more hope for Royalists
| and Bonapartists, because the hostile can
'bo converted or can be outnumbered by
| new recruits, whereas the indifferent per-
i sons, who in France are legion, are beyond

the reach of readtion simply because they
! do'not want to trouble themselves with'the
| question. This attitude of unconocern is ex-
| plained by the fact that the Reactionaries
| form but a small though at times olamor-
ous minority. From the Revolution to
the present day popular feeling has been
antagonistic to class distinotions, nor
has the law ever dared to pander to them
amid all the political vicissitudes of the
nineteenth century. “A witty pam
phleteer has said of the Frenchman that
‘his dream is to be his neighbor's Presi-
dent,' and it is not untrue, but he rarely
tries to establish a claim to bluer blood.
The Frenchman is usually a true repub*
lican in the sense that he thinks himself
as good a man as any, but he also thinks
any man as good as himself.”

No titles of nobility are legally recog-
{ nized in France, registrars of births, mar-
| riages and deaths making a practioce of
| omitting from their entries all nobiliary
| qualifications. There is a shadowy im-
| pression abroad that those in a position
| to prove their direot descent from nobles
of authentio creation have a legal right
to their titles, but no law on the statute
book can be cited in support of the theory.
The use of the prefix “de” is allowed; not,
however, as a title but as part of a name,
no distinotion whatever attaohing to its
use. Not, indeed, that olass distinctions
do not exist in Franoe to a certain extent,
but these are created by differences of
education and of fortune. The French
workman sees very little difference be-
tween the marquis and the bourgeois,
and he has nowadays a tendency to sweep
into a common limbo of contempt any
person who wears a black coat. In the
| eyes of Socialists, however, any man who
| bears a title or even uses the modest “de”
| is a suspect; nor can it be denied that such
| a man's political leanings usually justify
the suspicion, ‘ ,

With regard to the attitude of the bour-
geoisle, the great'bulk of them take but
little interest in the aristoorats; their
wivea do not, as they would in Great
Britain, devote a,considerable. portion of
theit leisure 9o the chronioling of “the
births, marriages, deaths and divoroes
of the aristocracy, neither do they shqw
any keen desire to acquire for their daugh-
ters such noble hushands as Amerioans
leave at their disposal. As a.rule the
bourgeoisie de not seek to penetrate into
the circle of ' the noblesse nor do they
wish to interfere with its existence. The
richer section, it is true, particularly the
new rich, have some tuft hunting tenden-
cies, but even in'this small sectiou they
are not marked: matrimonial alliances
are not frequent, for  aristocrats. are
usually poor and the well to do bourgeois
does not look upon a high sounding name
as good value for his money. Ina word,
Mr. George is convinced that the pros-
peots of the Reactionaries are hopeless;
he does not hesitate to aver that in France
reaction is dead and buried. France
nowadays is republican to the backbone
and more firmly wedded than over to the
institutions that have sprung from the
traditions of 1789. “The ocolossus does
not stand on feet of clay; its pedestal is
the great mass of sober, earnest, thrifty
Frenchmen who are anxious to see their
land developed on broad and humane
lines; who do not want to go too fast or
too far; who detest risky soocial experi-
ments as much as foreign adventures
likely to embroil the coyptry in sterile
wars: but who detest still @ore the pros-
pect held out to them by reaction of a
return to a pretorian or to a spiritual
yoke.”

1.

In a chapter headed “Trade and
Colonies” Mr. George shows that at the
present time French overSea commerce
is flourishing and has recovered praoc-
tically from the blow dealt it by M, Me-
line's protectionist legislationin 1892. 1In.
dustry bas overcome national poverty

attested not only by the fact that manu-
factured goods figure in exports to the
extent of 50 per cent., but also by the
annual increase of this peroentage. Tak-
ing the total figure of exports and imports
in 1008 at £435,000,000, we find that Great
| Britain easily heads the list of customers,
| the total trade of the two countriesamount-
! ing to some £80,000,000, or nearly twenty
| per_cent. of the total oversea trafMo of
! France. As our author suggests, it is

Of this tal- | gomewhat surprising that this state of | rule; families entirely childless are more
: full share; | ¢hings should not have resulted long numerous in France than in any other
| of music may not-equal that of ghe Slave, ! ago in a good understanding such as now | part of the world. Acoording to the lat-

her literature that of the British; for | exists between the two countries. Next est census one family out of two has but
. argument's f-akg let us even admit what | ¢ Great Britain ranks Germany, with  two children or jess; and in 66 per cent,
. @8 untrue. namaly, that some nation sur- | £46,000,000, and Belgium, with £44,000,000, | of these cases there is but one child, while

| relations . being maintained with the
United States (£36,000,000). To the in-

meroe represented by colonial trade we
shall refer preseutly,

| The figure of £485,000,000 is the largest
| total ever noted for French foreign trade,
but when we are reminded that the com-
| merce of the republio attained practically
| an equal aggregate before 1802 we can seé
'at once that a terrible orisis must have
taken place in the history of the last fifteen
Franoce has now recovered its

| former position; but a great and costly ex-
| periment in protectionism has been made
! and ended in the most dismal of failures
| French trade was half ruined and only
extricated when the protective aystem was
practically abandoned. Up to 1892

}

| France was virtually a free trade nation

in iron and coal, and its prosperity is|

- | peasantry, Whose frugality and foresigi:
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in the sense the
modified in‘the oase of almost all impor-
tant oountries by al treaties.
Ever slnoce 1871, however, : manu-
faoturers have tried to in a pro-
teotionist tariff, and in 1992 under the
leadership of M. Meline they were suo-
cessful. In the year named and in 1503
forelgn goods and raw materials that had
been admitted at reduced rates suddenly
fell under the sway of an aggravated gen-
eral tariff, whioh taxed certain artioles as
much as 80 per cent., the average beifig 15.
This of course was far from being compar-
able with the Dingley tariff, but it sufficed
1o exolude foreign produce on which the
margin of profit wes small. Before the
introduetion of this tariff France hdd been
a great exporting country, but in five years
thereafter she lost nearly a quarter of her
oversea trade. In 1807, When ocustoms
receipts were at their lowest, negotia-
tions had to be undertaken, and within
the next three years treaties were signed
with Spain, Italy and Bwitzerland on
terms approximating those which had
ruled before 1802, The new tariff became
applicable also to Germany by reason of
the “most favored nation® clause in her
commeroial tréaty with France.

By degrees the outcome of the new tariff
policy made iteelf felt and customs re-
turns increased, though for several years
many old customers were not_recovered.
At the present time Franoce is' under a
régime of moderate protection. Her
customs duties are both protective and
revenue earning; in 1908 they produced
almost exactly £30,000,000. It should be
borne in mind that the fabric of French
finance rests mainly on indirect taxation,
such as customs and the tobacco monop-
oly, to which may be assimilated the
ootrojs or local dues. Franoce shows no
great inclination to adopt the system of
direot taxation as exemplified by an in-
come tax, though there is no doubt that
indireot. taxation has raised prioes con-
siderably. Clothes cost in France at least
50 per oent. more than in Great Britain;
boots about double; sugar also about
double; coffee double; tea about treble;
meat d4nd dairy products are sold at
about 30 per cent. above British prices,
though the "products of French dairies
are “dumped” into England at a lower
price than prevails at home. Thus the'
advantage of low direct taxation partly
disappears; it is true that the tax is easily
paid, but it bears heavily on the poor,
whose consumption of necessaries is not |
proportionately much smaller than is |
that of the rich. |

Turning to French colonies, Mr. George |
lays stress upon the extraordinary insig- |
nificance of colonial commerce. In 1908
the total trade only amounted to £41,000,-
000, of which Algeria, whioh can hardly
be called a colony, accounted for
£24,000,000.° A comparison with the fig-
urea recorded for the British Empire
shows that the oolonial trade of the latter
isabout six ti goes puore important,and that
it is increasing, which is hardly the case
with France. Not only is French traffic
with the colonies very small, but the bur-
den of their administration and defence
is enormous. In 1908 the colonial budget
showed a deficit of about £8 600,000, to
which should be added a large proportion
of the army and navy estimates and a
separate deflcit of £8,000,000 on Algeria
alone. /Our author deems it fair to con-
clude that the profits on £41,000,000 of
oolonial . trade do not ocompensate the
mother eountry for the deficit of £8,500,-
000, plus the cost of colonial defence,
borne by the French taxpayers.

Mr. George cannot conoceive that the
French colonies may eventually become
sucoessful unless two ciroumstances
should modify existing conditions. One
is an increase in the population of the
home oountry so large that numerous
settlers will be forthcoming; the other is
that, following such emigration, French
administrative systems may be altered
and a measure. of self-government be
given to ‘the oolonies. Neither circum-
stanoe is'likely te ooour
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After recalling in a chapter on “The
Rirth Rate®” that at the present time in
Franoe there is practically an equilib-
rium between births and deaths, our
author admits that at the present stage
of international civilization there is much
to be said for the popular belief that a
teeming population is one of the factors
of aggrandizement and even security.
So long as nations continue to exist as
hostile groups, armed to the teeth and
perfeoting their weapons in the intervals
of Hague oonferences, so long will the
continual inorease of population be a
condition of safety and power. 1f, how-
ever, the Socialists oould break down na-
tional barriers and bring about univer-
sal disarmament a large population
might not prove an unmixed blessing
from a purely national point of view.
In “new” countries, i. €., courtries thinly
peopled, the problem of population does
not affeot the individual adversely from
the social point of view; however large
his family may be, land and employment
are easily obtainable; nay, large families
mean comfort and content for the elder
generation rather than burdens. This
is not the case with countries that may be
termed “old” in the sense of having been
for many years affected by civilization and
also of exhibiting density of population.
In all “old” countries it is an observed fact
that the birth rate decreases, though the
decline is not taking place so rapidly in
Germany or Oreat Britain as it is in
Franoe,

The author of this book does not deny
that the French race deliberately re-
stricts the birth rate. This is true of the
whole population if we except the more
ignorant section. Public opinion not only
acqulesces in the practice but has a ten-

| upon their parents as devoid of common
| sanse. Among the middle classes--that
| term being used in the widest sense—
| three children are looked upon as a large
i family and two as more than enough,
while one is regarded as the desirable

ilies are childless.
It appears that the middle olasses,

ifomod, Restriction prevails among the

|lsad them to understand that they can
only save their heloved fields from in-
definite partition by keeping their familics
small, Thus only the working class re-
mains, and even the more enlightenad
parts of the proletariat are following the
movement, with the result that an in-
crease s taking place exclusively among
the less desirable classes. The more
degraded, the poorer, the more ignorant
the class, the higher its birth rate; such
is the state of things in Great Britain as
in France, with the result that in both
countries the State would be swamped

with those whose heredity is poor if in-

{ up, but pass easily from father to son, the

denoy to sooff at big families and to look | pla
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ance. - Fortunately for the & the de-
graded olasses have a high death rate a8
well as a high birth rate; this cruel law
nature applies automatioally.

Mr. George does not for a moment un<
derrate the political danger involved in
the stagnation of the French population,
8o long aa foros remains the law supreme
and the “Parliament of Man” a vision he
looks upon the German peril as for France
a very real thing. The day is not dis-
tant when Germany will possess a hun-
dred millions of citigens. Will they con-
tent themselves with their limited areas
or will they be impelled irresistibly by
lafd hunger to invade France?

Dark, however, as the political outlook
may be, our author testifies from personal
observation that the social state of things
in Franoe is exoellent. Her population
seems to have arrived, upon the whole,
at a state of equipoise hetween the mouths
that are to be fed and the area that is to
bear the burden; admitting the fertility

of the United Kingdom to be equal to that | .

of France, which probably is not true,
we find that the population of the last
named country ia 160 to the square mile
as compared with 847 in the former.
We are driven to the conoclusion thet
population in France is comparatively
thin. Thus the French are enabled to
live in a state of comfort unknown to the
working classes in Great Britain and to
practise thrift as a matter of coursé
For every adult who dies a ohild on an
average survives, who in the course of
time replacea the former automatically
and enjoys the use of his goods or prac-
tises hia ocedpation: there is no over-
crowding, no desperate need for seeking
openings, no pregsure to oreate new re-
sources. Mr. Georgée would not deny
that this state of things may be politically
exeorable, but he insists that it is socially
exoellent, inasmuch as it makes for the
happiness of the individual. Unemploy-
ment exists, no doubt, in France, as it
does in other European countries, but to |
a leaser degree, partly becauss half the
people are settied on the land, but " es-
peoially because there is no plethora of
labor. What unemployment there is pro-
ocoeds either from a too rapid migration
toward a given industrial centre or from
a local crisis

Enlarging on hig assertion that small
population makes for personal comfort,
our author eéxplains that in France the
struggle for life is not too intense and
allows the mass of the people to enjoy
the good things of this world that more
imperial states deny to most of their
citizens; “this makes for the solidity and
stability of families and insures a ohild
the maximum of care, education and cap-
ital that its parents can give." Again:
“It is in great part owing to her low
birth rate that France is probably one of
the most prosperous countries in the
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world and that her gold resarve per capita
exoeeds the known averages of other Eu-
ropean nations.” Once more: “The grind- |
ing poverty of Britain's industrial popu- |
lation is unknown in Franoce; other factors ’
such as tem ce and thrift must come !
undoubtedly into consideration, but the
small size of the population makes for fair
wages and fair rents.”

In connection with the same subjeoct
our author points out that the terrible
housing difficulties of British cities are
practically unknown to France. This is
partly due to the fact that there are no
large landed estates in the urban ocentres,
like those of the Duke of Westminater or
the Duke of Bedford in London, and that
keen competition keeps the rents down.
We need not say that ov , dan-
gerous for parents, is fatal for children;ia
France the smallness of families helps ma-
terially to avert the evil. As regards agri-
cultural land, it seems clear that a small
population is a blessing when it corre-
sponds to the arable area. There is no
“land question” in France. About half
the people earn their living from the land,
as opposed to about ten per cent. in Eng-
land. Small estates are not unduly split

other children, if any, being provided for
in cash. Thus the people are not driven
from the soil as they would be if their
fathers indulged in the luxury enjoyed by
British agricultural laborers of producing
families ranging between four and a dozen
members. ‘ |
V.

We pass over a chapter on “Education”
with the remark that the author, who isa
product of the French educational system,
testifies that French schools are only
partly schools in the English sense of the
term; they tedoh a boy as much as he
needs, and more, but they do not train his
character any more than they develop
his body, and the hope js expressed that
natural evolution is slowly doing this
portion of their work and that it may lie
within the béunde of possibility that
French schoold eventually will live up to
their full purpose of teathing the boy the
art of complete living by developing to
the utmost not only his brain but also his
soul and his bédy. To American as well

as English peaders it may seem strange
that next to education and more or less
connected with it “the drama” should be
deemed worthy -of a separate chapter.
Of course the drama which our author'
has in mind has nothing whatever to do
with the various “Girls” by whom the
British publie is faced regularly every
season. For his purpose the drama is
defined as follows: “The phatographio
and phonographic expreesion of possi-
ble, preferably of probable, events: either
it must be absolutely faithful to reality
and leave the spectator to draw his own
conclusions or it must expound a theory
from which by means of the confliot of
characters the playwright causes a lesson
to emerge. Of the first class are thd
ys of Aristophanes, of Plautus, of
Moliare; while to the second belong such
plays as those of Brieux and Bernard
Shaw.”

The author goes on to show how at the
present time the drama, thus defined, is
on the Continent of Europe a powerful
foro¢, because the people look upon it not
only as a means of employing their leisure
but as an eduoational and ethical me-
dium. The stage is not only a mode of en-
tertainment, but it is a rostrum where
views are aired, theories discussed and
movements born; as in the days of the
Athenians, it i & political platform and
the pulpit from which the sternest lessons
are received no willingly than the mer-
riest trifiings. To use the French phrase,
a serious play “agitates ideas.” That is
notoriously not the case in Great Britain,
There are sothe exceptions, but the faot
remaine that thé British drama, taken asa
whole, cannot comparein intellectual value
with that of Franos or of some other con-
linental nations. The Britigh publio dose
not wait to go to the theatre to be lectured
nor does it want to think; its dominant de-
sire is rather to ssoape from the slightest
intellectual exertion.

Of oourse not all plays produced in
Franoe are serious; far from it. With
those pieces whode saolé obhject is to enter-
tain’ our authér is not cohoerned. What

he has in mind i such plays as “la Vie
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truthfulhess to what extent a hunger for
political power and renown may deprave
the man who is its viotim; “Le Retour de
Jerusalem,” which puts in a nutshell the
Jewish problem and shows how nearly
impossible it is for the Christian world
to assimilate the Jews so long as they
remain 'in proud Isolation; “Décadence,”
which depiots the reacotionary Catholic
nobllity slowly losing ground in the coun-
try, its ambitions hecoming puny and im-
poverished and its name sold to shady
finantiers; and “La Guerre au Village,”
where religious persecution of the Free
Thinker is shown in its most acute form.
There, too, are “Le Retour des Courses,”
which exposes the social results of the
betting evil; “L'Armature,” which brings
out the dominating power of money;
“Les Ventres Dorés,” which holds up to
obloquy the ugliness and crookedness of
stook exchange traffic; and “ Les Tenallles,”
fn which is denounced the iniquity of
divorce laws that unduly favor one sex.
Our au says: ‘It would be easy to
quote innumerable instances of such
plays, all dealing with different problems
and with thelr endless variations; but
enough have been named to show how
firm d grasp the drama has on thé lives of
the French people.” He admits of
oourse that French drama has two ad-
vantages over the English, namely, a lit-
erary language and exoellent actors,
“It is a commonplace to remark that
anything may be said in French and not
very much in English, but it rests on a
hasis of truth. A sentence which in Eng-
lish-can only be described as coarse can
nearly always be ‘translated into French
that will not make the most sensitive
wince.” There is in the French language
a subtle quality, an {ndefinably refined
and delicate something which enables the
writer to be {éreeful without being erude.
Then again as regards the quality of the
acting, it is a truism that in common with
most Latin peoples the French race is en-
dowed with histrionio ability, so that it is
possible to form exocellent companies cap-
able of giving its full value to svery one
of a playwright's thoughts. Then too,
aside from native aptitude, we should
bear in mind that the official school, the
Conservatoire, continues to train several
hundreds of pupils every year, so that in
Franoe the stage is not flooded, aa it is in
Great Britain, with men who have found
the stock exchange unremunerative and
young girls who aigh for emancipation
from suburban dulness

Mr. George oconoedes that a source of
danger for.the French stage is the ten-
dency displayed by oertain writers of
pseudo serious playe to become too obvi-
ously pornographic. “It is not desirable
that anything should be hidden, however
horrible, if the revelation is to be useful
and to militate in favor of a cure: but it
would be injurious for the prospeots of
French drama if science were to become
the handmaid of prurient curiosity.” 1In
all matters that are laid before the public
it is a'ways difficult to distinguish between
scientific and morbid interesi. “The French
stage oertainly sails very near the wind,
and sometimes goes too far When it loses
sight of utility and lays before us unsav-
gry stories the telling of which benefité
no man." On the whole, however, our
author holds that the French drama is
great in social potentialities.

vi. R

In a chapter on “The French Woman"
Mr. George lays bare the 6 absence of
foundation for the belief current in Eng-
land that French women are frivolous
and immoral.  He at once dismisses the
Parisienne of the overdressed, tight laced
type, who is depioted in the English novels
as representative of the French woman;
whose principal pregocupations seem to be
conferences with her dressmaker. Sheis
dismissed as utterly unimportant, it being
questionable whether she constitutes one
in a thoussnd, In France more than in
any other oountry general deductions
must be drawn from the middle classes,
for in Franoce this part of the community
is proportionately more numerous than
it is in any other part of western Europe,
If then the middle classes are accepted
as those on which conclusions must be
basad, the charges of frivolity and im-
morality fall to the ground. M. Brieux
has lately dealt with the question of com-
parative morality in a successful play
“La Francgaise,” wherein is depicted the
discomfiture of an amorous Anglo-Saxon,
a viotim of hearsay and hasty generali-
zation. Mr. George, who speaks from
observation, avers that it is difficult to
éonceive a more placidly virtuous type
than the middl® class French wife,
“Indeed, if anything need be said on the
subject, it is not impossible that the
French attitude in this respect is stricter
than that of other nations where the ap-
pearances of respectability are so studi-
ously kept up.” :

Now as regards frivolity and the in-
ordinate craving for fine clothes which in
England and the United States are sup-
posed to be deeply implanted in every
Frenchwoman, our author insists that a
short stay in France will demonstrate that
the desire for diversion is far less pro-
nounoced in all classes of women than it is
in Great Britain, and that this remark
applies even to Paris as opposed to Lon-
don. “A more thoroughly stay at home
perdon than the French bourgeoise I can-
not conceive; the theatregoing of theaver-
age London girl in every month probably
equals that of a similarly placed Parisi-
enne in a year.” The impression, too,
that restaurant dining is a feature of
French life is another fallacy of which a
short sojourn in France would soon dis-
pose. Extravagacce in dress is of
oourse the main accusation levelled at
the Frenchwoman, and that apparently
because she is nearly always better
olothed at a smaller cost are her
forei sisters. Because with a rela-
tively moderate outlay she appears ele-
gant she is charged with limiting her
ambitions to the cut of her frocks. The
truth is that while exocessively economical
she is endowed with natural grace and a
determination to be neat under the most
unfavorable circumstances; moreover, as
usually she has to make up for a lack of
facial beauty dress is her obvious re-
source.

Our author directs aftention-to the fun-
damental faot that in France women are
usually confronted with emall means and
the nepessity of makiug a little go a long
way, for as a rule salaries and profits
are not large. Even where the reverse
is the case the French ingrained tendency
toward economy induces all r2s5es to
live well within their income, It is not
uncommen to find a Frenoh family saving
tan to twenty-five per cent. of ite annual
receipts. Thus we find true economy ex-
emplified by the French housewife; in
spite of the high prioe of foodstuffs and
housshold requisites she maintains a
standard of ocomfort that is unknown
among the corresponding classes in Great
Britain. “The fare is more pleasing and
far more varied; it is far less heavy, which
may acoount for the rarity of dyspepsia
and for national cheerfylness; servants
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as'in the equivalent Bfitish houssho
Indeed the servant problem seems to be
unknown in France, parily because there
is no demand for large staffs, but mainly
because the individual standard of effici-
endy among servants is very high.

Mr, George of course would not deny
that as & natural result of a stay at home
life the French middle class married
woman often becomes petty and narrow;
small pleasures, small cares and small
ambitions [nevitably do thelr work, She
dwarfs her husband’s outlook, and it is
partly to her that may be traced his lack
of ambition, just as may be followed the
weakening trend of her influence on her
sons. Our author nevertheless is con-
vinoed that the imperfections of the
Frenchwoman are perfectly normal and
that she would. lose miich of her value
if she were devoid of them; she has “the
defects of hor qualities,” as the French
saying goes. The sum total of her faults
and of her virtues means, however, a
substantial balanoe in her favor. ‘The
foregoing remarks apply malnly to the
bourgeoisie. They acquire more force
when applied to the working olasses; the
middle olass British housewife is not
separated from her French sister by
obvious shortcomings, whereas a . ocom-
parison of the married women belonging
to the working classes is at once striking
and depressing. "

_Toward the close of the same chapter
the author says that in France women
have a far moére subtle and powerful
hold upon the male sex than is the case in
Great Britain. “They are practically in-
dispensable to men, who do not habitu-
ally seek one another's goclety but look
upon women as essential in their lives.
It is neadless to say that this is interest-
ing in view of the attitude of the male sex
in Great Britain, where apparently it isy
well content to forego the moociety of
women and to take its pleasures apart
from them. Mr. Georgeattributes mainly
to this cause the fact that clubs, which
flourish everywhere in Great Britain and
in every walk of life, have not sucoeeded
in France outside of a narrow section of
Parisian society; even in Paris they are
as a rule nothing but gambling houses
instead of being luxurious homes where
men can avoid all society or at any
rate that of the other sex. Our author
willingly conoedes that Frenchmen in
general oconcern themseives far more
about the taste and opinions of their
womenkind than is the case in Great
Britain; “they have an everlasting faculty
of wonder with regard to ‘the eternal
feminine,’ as is evinced by their literature
and their drama based upon the study of
woman, her moods and ons.” Many
raise this interest to the level of an obses-
sion, which indisputably is detrimental to
the race; the "lady killer,” a type not en-
tirely unknown inGreatBritain, is met
with far more frequently in France. In
that country even “the sedate, middle
aged bourgeois looks back complacently
upon a paat of which he is proud in direst
ratio to its luridity; a feeling mainly
traceable to the place that women hold
in Frenchmen's minds.”" In fact Mr,
George thinks that the French attitude
toward women may best be summed up
in an aphorism satisfactory to most
Frenchmen: “Il n'y a rien de plus impor-
tant que les dames!”"—*“There is noth-
ing in this world more important than
womankind.” M. W. H.
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Heury Stuart, Cardinal of York.
English historians and novelists have
had 4 good dsal to'esy about Prince
Charles Edward Stuart, the hero of the
‘Forty-Five known to

tender.” A relatively unnoticed figure
has been his younger brother, who re-
nounced politics for religion and became
a Prince of the Church. Bo far as we
know the first biography of him that has
seen the light is presented in the book en-
titled Henry Siwart, Cardirul of F¥ork,
ALICE SHiELD, with an introduction
Axprrw LanNo ( ). We
scarcely think that of itself the subject
deserved a volume of 350 pages, but the
truth is that the author has given us a
good deal more than a life of Henry
Stuart, since in her narrative we hear
quite as much atout the more romantio
career of his elder brother, as well as
about his father, who has been strangely
misrepresented by Thackeray and other
English writers, and who on the Conti-
nent of Europe was known all his life
(after his father's death, of course) as
James IIi. of England and James VIII.
of Scotland. : !
Of James III., who died on New Year's

h
Day, 1768, we read on page 184 that his oty » ot

quiet death ended as pure and noble a

en Wighs ‘&"We-a Mo}
polson, for he did not die untfl 1807, Hy'"
'was the last man to restore a fallen opyge,
It Is true that his acceptanoce of a red hag
received the formal approval of hig
father, James III.,, who probably had
long despaired of the restoration of hig
family to the English throne. Charles
Edward, on the other hand, held that by
becoming a prince of the Church his
younger brother had dealt the Siyare
cause a deadly blow. 8o In faot he had
The Cardinalate was an abdication. After
his elder brother's death Henry Stuarg
announced that thenoeforth he woyld
bear the title of Duke of York, but as a
title of incognito only. He continued to
sign his mame “Henry, Cardinal®; not
“Henry R.,” after the custom of his father
and brother. It is true that he caused
to be struck a medal bearing the pathetio
Jegend: “Henrious Nonus; Magni Brit.
tannis» Rex: Dei Gratia, sed non volup.
tate hominum.” From 1788 his house.
hold gave him royal honors, but with few
ex no one else did so. Only hig
brother's ex-mistress, when asking for
mopey, and orazy Irishmen like one
Denis O'Dea, addressed him as “His
Majesty the King of England.” Tt must
not be supposed, however, that Cardinal
Henry failed td psrform his duty to the
Stuart so far as he felt that his
religious obligations would permit him,
Immediately upon his brother’'s death
he announced the event to foreign courts,
protesting his own undivided right to the
throne of England and announcing that
when he died he would transmit it to the
prinoe next akin. This would be the heir
of his great-aunt, Henrletta, Duchess of
Orleans, the sister of Charles 1I. Her
present representative, the heiress fn
line (by right of descent) of the royal
house of Plan and Stuart is H,
(R. H. Mary Theresa of Austria-Ests,
Princess Louis of Bavaria.

How is the title traced? The line of
James II. being extindt and his younger
brother, Henry, Duke of Glouoester, hav.
ing died unmarried, the sucocession passed
to the lineas of his sisters. The eldest of
these, Mary, Princess of , left only
a son, William, who deposed James II.
and died childless. The second, Eliza-
beth, had died unmarried in Carisbrooks
Castle. Only the third and youngest
daughter of Charles I., the Prinocess
Henrietta Anne, was represented by liv. .
ing descendants on the death of the Car-
dinal of York. Of these there were an
abundance, but all being Catholics were
excluded from the English throne by the
act of the Protestant Sucoession, The
Princees Henrietta, married to Philip,
Duke of Orleans, brother of Louis XIV,,
had left two daughters, Of thess the
elder, married to Charles I.. of Spain,
‘died childless. The younger, Anne, mar-
ried in 1684 Victor Amadeus II., Duke of
Savoy, afterward first King of Sardinia,
and through her descendants the sucoes-
gion was ultimately carried on. Thus it
has come to pass that Princess Louis of
Bavaria (Mary Theresa of Austria-Este)
inherits the Stuart claim, such as it is, to
the crowns of England, Sootland and
Ireland.

CHRISTMAS ON A BIG RANCH.
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The BIg Tree, Loaded With Presents,
y Stands qure It Groews.

Out on the biggest ranch and diversified
farm in the country, known to fame as
the 101 Ranch, at Hliss, Okla., one may
experience quite a different Christmas
from the conventional sort. ;

There is 85,000 acres of profitable Iand
in 301 Ranch and on it they raise, pretty
muéh . everything, including

of the FCain—at least at Christmas.
House of Brunswick as “the Young Pre- | vy » Bty

in what used to be the Cherokee Strip.

dearly loving a treat and a \
and they enter with zest into the plans

spot is selected and is decorated from

ground to topmost tip with Christmas

’ th more are piled and
nobody is for !

The tree isn't ocut down and

into the house, Eastern fashion, but stsya

where it grows, forming the centre of an .

circle of h jinks, and the

gatheri

life as ever man lived in this diffioult | hoth

world. “James III. had not been called
upon to lay down his life in blood for his
faith, but he had with firm will and open
eyes laid down three kingdoms for it
and chosen a life of poverty, suffering
and contempt.” The author adds: “No
man ever wore more fitly a white flower
for his symbol. Through all his life of
nearly seventy-eight years, in spite of
all the flerce temptations that beset a
prince in his position and of his age, he
had remained sfainless and true; a con- |
feasor if not, martyr he'truly was.” To
much the same effect speaks Mr. Lang in
thé “Introduction.” Of James WVIII.,
“The Old Pretender,” we are told that
with all the virtues he found that honor
and Christian stoicism oould not be al-
lowed to for his unflinching attach-
ment to his religion. Distasteful to Eng-
land as were his Hanoverian rivals, at
least they were not Catholics. Even had
James VIII. possessed the charm and the
audaocity of his elder son Prince Charlea, he
must have failed, as the Prinoe failed, and

he had neither charm nor reckless au- b

dacity.” Where did Charles Edward
Stuart get those qualities? Apparently
from his mother, Clementina Sobieska,

the granddaughter of the great Polish be

warrior John Spbieski.

Mr. Lang points out that even for Prince
Charles Edward all hope was over after
his return from Culloden to France in
1745; his character, like that of James II.,
had wholly broken down; he became im-
possible. Nevertheless, although aban-
doned by his wife, Louise of Stolberg,
whom hé created Countess of Albany but
who deserted him for the poet Alfieri, hé
was tenderly cherished in his last days by
an illegitimate daughter, Charlotte Btu-
art, to whom the Pope grantad the style
and precedence of a Duchess of Albany.
Under her care he lingered until January
81, 1788, drawing around himself to the
last the love and loyalty that centuries
had gathered around the Btuart name.
By posterity aleo his fauits and failings
seem to have been forgiven for the sake
of the brave, bright hour of courage and
patience, of generosity, olemenocy and
kindliness, of joyous endurance of hard-
ship and danger, of all the qualities that
80 to the making of the perfect knight
—*king of the Hieland hearts, bonnie
Prlnnoo Charlie!” .

enry Stuart, Duke, and ultimately
Cardinal of York, was born in 1725, and

are more cleanly and  so effigient that |

kllvod to see the duwnfall of the PrenobJ
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g%om are kunl'y‘tnn to the

Chris estival of the white man calls
for the consumption of many seducti

pation in much jovial

n‘_ B
Not a few lo of the farm are In-
dians "'&':'1 (..mm Carlisle and sim-
ilar schools. They have advanced to the
standard of the white man in most essen-
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but a small part of this gala day.
is likely to be a buffalo hunt, but you must
very careful not to kill a buffalo, for
there are now few ranchea in the country
vhl«;h can boast of herds of bison within
thf own boulzdu'hl.d ¥ 'l‘he‘m wli‘ll tbo ":
o game, on ponies t
mller broth:n ytraln 8] e y for that
g tﬁmd[thmhﬂh oxhnbi}:iog;i ::
row . , rough ri
and sports of all kinds that would make
muw a Wild West show turn pale with
mortification.

There will be girls, too, who can show
ou a few stunts in bronoco busting !
ancy rldin& shooting and many a trick

learned at the roundups. At night there
is sure to be a dance and the fun will run
high as the tall young. ranchmen with
bandannas tied on their arms to omie"!
that they are “girls® get mixed up in their

and all but queer the quadrille. No-

earth of men here! Girls are at a high
m'-nium and receive enough attention
keep their eyes sparkling like silver

trimmings on a new saddle.

The socene in the big ranch house lacks

g e e S T gt
are 8o shacles
gl havs ekl Py 7oty
ev ere; t ephone o8 wi
greetings from tgn -né the other-
outlying quarter, and if these cowpunchers
in every year
on this one__
. own ranch an
to let their big hearts lopse i
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of frolioc and feasting .as wide:
r own loved prairies. E




